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Naney Redfeather

P.0. Box 906

Kealakekva, Hawail

96750

nancyredfeather @yahoo.com

Aloha,

| have a small fawmily educational/experimental farm that | run with
my husband in the mavka Kona area. We grow orchard and vegetable
crops, we are conducting coffee varietals trials and experiment with
vegetable varieties and seed selection and improvement. We do
community edvcational gardening work

Question #1 - | don’t believe in the WTO vision of “whoever can
produce something the cheapest” shovld. As we now take info account
the costs of oil fo transport agricuitural commodities around the world,
this suddenly appears to be a poor option the future of agriculture.
Undercutting farmers in other countries, by selling our “cheap subsidized
food” only serves 1o eliminate local sustainable food systems from
developing countries and create poverty. Farmers in the US shoovld farm
ot for the “Food Aid” program, or continue to grow grains that the
world doesn’t want to buy, but actually begin to farm higher value
organic food for the world markets, and development of organic seed.
Agricultural subsidies and controlling the price of grains, is causing a
glut on the market {corn) and tax dollars poorly spent.

Question #2 "Unintended consequences” covld be construed as genetic
material not staying where it is “supposed” to be. The state of Hawail
Is kmown as the center for experimental genetically englneered field
trials of agricultural crops in the US. The consequences of these
thovsands of frials since 1988 are unknown. The public is unable to
know where these trials are occurring or the genes inserted,
consequences 1o the soil environment, the ecosystewm, or human health
of workers and neighbors. This is unacceptable and lrresponsible.
Producers of 6MO erops should be liable for genetie drift, which
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contaminates cowventional or organic farms whether the crop is
“deregulated”, or wot.

Question #3 Assistance should be distributed to all economic levels of
farms, not just corporate farms. Here in Hawal'i we import about 85%
of out food. We are totally dependent on oll 1o bring it n 1930
we were self sufficlent. Food security issues are real here, and are not
adequately being addressed. The plantation system is over. The future
for Hawaii is small and medium sized farms producing high value crops,
valve added, market gardens, CSAs, eto. Pevelopment of community
and home gardens, and investwment in school gardens and programs for
the children is sorely needed here. Grants need fo be avallable to small
and medlum producers, especially ones who have the ability or desire to
produce food, or assist the communiy in development of these kinds of
tood producing projects as | mentioned above. Pouring monies into the
state or universtty in support of high tech blotech agricultural research
Is not the real need here in the islands. That only supports the
corporations. Peoples of Hawail need to eat fresh, food sustainably
grown and grown close to howe.

Question #4 Stop allowing the legislature to cut funds for these
programs. Reward farmers who work with the land in ecological ways.

Question #5 In Hawali, farmers need development of water systems so
that they can farm. Farmers need land, and need to live on thelr land.
They wneed access to information on how to farm without harwm, how fo
farm ecologically and sustainably. Establishment of farmers markets
and comwercial kitchens to make valve added produets.

Question #6 The future of agriculture in Hawaii will NOT be biotech.
The future of agricutture lies with diverstfied farming, smalf family
farms, each producing what they love to grow in their niche area.
Pevelopment of a good Organic/Sustainable Educational Program at UH
Manoa. Grants for small and medluwm size producers, who are trying to
gel started, serve the community, grow food, grow knowiedge, or
provide educational opportumities for people to relearn how to grow







some of their own food. | kwow these ideas don't fit into the corporate
model, but they will work here and any “developing” coumty.

Thank you for this opportunity to share some of wmy ideas. 1 have been
pleking coffee all day and am pretiy tired. Hope | was clear.

Aloha,

Nancy Redfeather




| love to grow food. | have a small farm in the mavka area of Kona
where | have lived for almost 30 years. My ancestors had a large
farm in lowa and brought the first black angus cattie to the United
States from Scotland in the late 1800s. | have also been a teacher for
over 20 years. | read a lot about the history of agricvlture, and my
husband and | have many agricoltural experiments and projects on our
farm. | think | have a pretty wide view of agriculture.

| see wonderful people doing thelr best to care for creation and produce
healthful food. And | see practices that pollute the soil water and alr,
and destroy our long-term ability to feed ourselves.

H’s easy to blame the farmers for destruetive farming, but | believe
that our federal farm program is largely responsible. The main
objective of this program Is cheap food and raw material for industry.
Ht forees farmers 1o cut corners with our sofl and water and to use
practices that harm the land on which agricvlfure depends.

As our food source suffers, so eventvally do we all. And things are
getting worse.

According to the Oakiand-based group Redefining Progress, Americans
are running down the earth’s biological capital at a rafe five times
what can be sustained. More fertilizer has polluted the rivers, more
topsoll has washed away to the ocean, and more pesticides have polluted
the groundwater and our food. Bioengineered “Frakenfoods” have
infiltrated the supermarket and contaminated the gene pool.
Multinational corporations have commandeered the marketplace, and
807 of Awmerica’s family farms have been abandoned. Something Is
wrong with USPA policy.

Of course there have been efforts to protect our soil and water, without
which the sttvation would be even worse. But | don’t think farmers
alone can change agricutiure. |

Nonfarmers are concerned also, and now that 987 of Americans don’t
farm, the decisions nonfarmers make abovt what to buy, what to valuve,
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what kind of public policy choices are made are more important than
the decisions farmers can make about how to farm. Nonfarmers must
become more involved in shaping farm policy, if for no other reason
than that thelr taxes pay for it. For the money they spend, they should
get a program that encourages production of the kind of food they
want to eat, grown in a way that assures that generafions to come
can eat as well.

Specifically, they should demand more money for the underfunded
conservation security program which rewards farmers for good
conservation practices, not the voluwe of crops they grow. Nonfarmers
should demand rewards and regulations that encourage farmers to
switeh to organic methods, which shun synthetic fertilizers and
pesticides. Lobbyists for ag chemical companies have major influence
over farm legislation, while organics while growing every year is much
weaker. Nonfarmers and farmers altke must welgh in on the the side
of organic farming. They can start by insisting that the USPA defend
its organic rules against those who would loosen them.

Farmers are now a small minority in the US. We need a farm program
that keeps farm families on the land, topsoil out of the rivers and
oceans, and healthy food on our plates. We need to consider the
denerations who are fo come, we need to act responsibly today.







